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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

2. On pages 10-12 applicant argues (A.) that Mcllvain et al fails to disclose, suggest 
or teach the following limitations "using a processor to assign physically discontinuous 
free blocks in a disk recording area to sequential logical blocks in a circular buffer, 
based on the control information when a time-delayed viewing mode is selected" as 
recited in Claim 1 .It is noted in Mcllvain Column 3 Lines 40-67 disclose the use of a 
processor to assign physically discontinuous free blocks. Specifically, Mcllvain 
discloses in Column 3 Lines 51-55 the following: "A next logical position does not 
necessarily mean the next successive logical position or any other logical position. It is 
whatever logical position is to be accessed next, as determined by the type of command 
and other control". Thereby, the free block can be discontinuous as there is not a 
particular block that has be processed next and thereby the examiner reads this to allow 
for the controller to process the blocks in a discontinuous manner since it is not required 
for the next block to be processed. Furthermore, applicant argues that Mcllvain fails to 
disclose how each logical address of the circular buffer is assigned. It is noted in 
Column 5 Lines 53+ through Column 6 Lines 1-49 describes the processor specifically 
indicating the address of the logical or physical position of the storage device and 
thereby discloses how each address of the buffer is assigned. However, examiner 
notes that Mcllvain does not specifically disclose the assigning of the logical or physical 
position of the storage device and how it corresponds to the recording area. This new 
limitations is taught by Barton in Column 5 Lines 34-67 which describes the assigning of 
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free blocks in the circular buffer wherein the actual address of each block corresponds 
the files being stored to the physical blocks on the recording disk. 

On page 11 applicant argues Mcllvain teaches a logical positioning mechanism 
and does not provide a host processor indicating address of the logical or physical 
position of the storage device; however, it is noted that the claim recites "a contoller 
which records a video stream in physical free blocks of the recording medium OR reads 
a recorded video stream recorded on the recording medium and assigns physical free 
blocks nearest to the recorded or reproduced physical free blocks as logical circular 
bugger blocks based on control information. It is disclosed by Mcllvain the controller 
recording the video stream in physical free blocks (Column 3 Lines 53+) and therefore 
meets the limitation due to the claim limitation having "or" within the remaining part of 
the claim the references simply has to teach one or the other claimed features and as 
applicant agrees the first feature is clearly taught. 

On page 12 applicant continues to argue that Mcllvain in view of Barton fails to 
disclose "using a processor to assign physically discontinuous free blocks in a disk 
recording area to sequential logical blocks in circular buffer based on the control 
information when a time delayed viewing mode is selected". It is noted in Column 5 
Lines 34-67 Barton does teach the assigning of information into a circular buffer based 
on the next available recording address on the circular buffer. It is admitted by the 
applicant that Barton does teach the assigning of data to the circular buffer (page 13) 
but argues that the blocks may not be free blocks. It is noted by the examiner that 
Barton would be unable to write data to the blocks if the blocks were not free (i.e. copy 
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protected). Therefore, it is found that Barton does teach the deficiencies of Mcllvain as 
discussed in pages 12-18. Although, applicants points are understood the examiner 
can not agree and the rejection is mainted. 
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